5/31/72 



Lear Lou, 

It vgaa good to tulle to you a.*;ain. no?-- it didn't louse up a busy late afternoon or 
m-fe you lute for supper. 



The liint itt was trying to make when I tola you the -ougluo Jones story, the identi- 
fication of pictures, i 3 one I'd like to keep between the two of us. Ii anu when - con 
get there again, ii* you have the interest, I'll work on it in ways still possible, 

2ahh Jones anu i-yra made positive identifications of i’liomlay as the man wlx» picked 
up th. literature. Vihothor accurate or not you can evaluate as well as I. nceauso wo 
pullea no tricks an^ gave each the same pictures to e xam i n e separately, when neither knew 
which the otiier was identifying, it was persuasive. 

There was at least one otiier with Oswald the time he picketed the 1’rauo “art. I 
hav.; tills from numerous witnesses and over and over again from the ini 3tufi* i iiave. *>o 
possible doubt about it. I can now pinpoint when the J1XJU foota.c was edited to eliminate 
tills nan and x now Iiave the pre-editing description of that film which is specific in 
saying there was a tiiircl nan (l say at least). Lore tiian this nan was edited out. Xou 
and Jim know a nan who has become a friend of mine who was edited outmtoo, and x have 
confirmation ol* this from him ana ono who does not like Jin wlio saw the film before editing. 

I sug est two possibilities and I do not now sug ost more than possibility; liusso 
v;as in on tint deal; liusso coulu Iiave been mistaken for ‘ A 'hornley in pictures. 

lL y suspicions about liusso are not new. Vou wil_ find then in 0 In Hi Lhw O.L 
Jal Panaeca did and discussed it with me. Jal liad and never used witnesses of the Oswuld. 
literature distributions, at least one of wiiom is afraid to surface but talked to Ilia, x 
Jiave others unknown anu tin entire episode unioiown before. 

Perry admitted to no tiiat he must have net Oswald. J£e v/as astounded tiiat x knew lie 
had some of Oswald's literature, and I find it a bit too much of a coincidence that, 
w he n f'homley was in 11.0. with Lime Ca. linger taking him around as lii3 public relations 
agent, of all the cabs in the city they just happened to find Perm's, e admitted to 
me when 1 picked that up, too. 

as you kno , I'm not a lawyer. Jut I think that what 1 Iiave for the Jhaw civil suit 
will not only win it but result in airtight criminal charges against more than ono person. 

The ono hint I'll giv.. you i . tiiat I did not find it in Jem orluana and did not find the 
witnesses tiiorc. Again, I spoke to each separately an . got stories so consistent i welcomed 
tho very minor differences in details, fiiere is no doubt in my mind tiiat separate confirmation 
v/ill be available, documentary and unassailable. I have deliberately stayed away from it. 



heat regards. 
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make you lute for supper# 

The liint i was trying to iuake when I tola you the Louglus Jones story, the identi- 
fication of picturos, i3 one I'd like to keep bo Ween the two of us# If auu when I can 
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